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IiiV. roducti or. 
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could 
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the discussion -of J ind.i ro; wh'ich foi lows 
Lained in the first pai'L o’ a l:v;o- 
was origj nal ly • to generate i nr or mat 1 on 
o rouping Parent-Child Con Lo rs according 
aliions, objectives and staff or member- 



ship, at t i t u d e s . 







r ' ’ Data collection instruments were then expanded to obtain 
a wider range of cnumcrat.ive data relating to pro .1 i m i nary 
impact — generally .speaking,- estimates of how many PCC members 
are receiving various" types of services, and by what means. 

This document, covers those preliminary impact data. Phase IT 
| of the study is to be an investigation of impact in greater 
depth by evkluating the progress of fixed samples of member 
f ami lies over time. 

\ 

Pf ocedure n • 

Thirty-two of the 33 Parent-Child Centers currently . under 

' 3 < 

. ’ the direction of the Office of Child Development (OCD),*we?ro 
visited by Center .for Community Research 9 (CCR) interviewers 

' . :St " 

% - 

between October, 1971, and January, 1972. Only the Alaskan 
PCC Was omitted from this study phase. • 



Individual face-to-face interviews were conducted with 
385 PCC member parents and with 327 Center staff members. 
Additionally, Directors (or their professional staff delegates) 
filled out comprehensive forms treating all major aspects of 
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a. 



» 



;-;;C .’.’uac u::: : i , •.x.uoa‘.. ••w.eq? : ' ' 

den Lai /nut:: I'd on,nl con , social /eonnpoixnp 



Parent:*. of 



PC 



In overall t’ci'iw OCR 5 . oven* flint: 

1. More than 2,600 adult:' are currently engaged 
in C. ntcr activities of one kind or another. 
There were .1,799 mothers, 012 fathers, and 
more than 300 other adults taking part in 
programs . 

2. Parent sample data -show that the typical 
mother is in her twenties, although one 
quarter of ., those interviewed were in their 

/ 

thirties. Relatively few teenage mothers j 

■■ • -n - ( 

•were encountered. 

,3. An average of 3.5, children were reported by 
respondents, with an average of 1.5 focal 
children enrolled per family. 

4 . One fourth of the parents sampled had coin- 
■ pleted high school. One third had some high 
school education , while another fourth had 
stopped short of the tenth grade. 

5. The great majority of urban families are 
Black, while the prepondera: a of rural 

members were of Mexican or other Caucasian 

V / 

/ 

ancestry. / 
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exception 
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j: of fa tiiors 


par l: j.c. i p 


0 1 .i n g , 


which has 


risen 


from alraos L*. 
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Services received by parents' 
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Purent-Child^Cer&ers have secured .a,', wide ydrip ty^f 

• ,4 0 ** • •••'■'; ?;•. / • . *, 

-'.-he a 3?th , ,< e-d u c a tion-faL and* social benefits to their member' ships: 

“ " ■ '■ & •' ’ * . J * * .* "S- 

• u * . . » . ^ «, 0 ^ ; ^ 

w ” ’ 1.. . Almos.tffialf - ( 4% % ) of all parents have • roc eji.vcd 

medital , aid > that figure being higher in rural. 

..... \ ■ . ' ' \ ' 

~ . areas, (62?.) than urban ones (3.0?) . •*. 

2. Dental care is secured for parents only about 

• - ; - half as', -of ten (23?), with Crural resident's ^ 

again being- the more likely, recipients. 

3. Enrollment in. parent education curricula at. 

/ ’ ... ’ 

■ the Centers or as part; of PCC outreach has . * 

increased sharply since the KAI study. In- 
volvement in home management subjects has more 
than tripled. For example, 1,081 parents arc 
reported now to be taking nutrition or menu 
planning courses. Only 322 were doing so two 
years ago. Consumer education enrollment has 

.0 ■ 

risen from 262 to 902. 
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Wife: iii.J ... 



re-:: v i . 



• cart; r ' i . 

Kiev on Centers ropevt ailu 1 1,- basic i 

. enti'f , v.\L th an average of ton O'v.d.ustc hgu.vv ■>. loncv 
Diplomas (G . li . bt r. ) compj ■Av.d v^onc cerr c.nt enrol 1 c\ 
and a total of 121 more in the proceiJK of .doing so . 



Also, .15 PCC 



have col leap; affiliations involving 



6. 






those programs 
.or vocational c 
Centers retort 



•8 



• a total of 157 parents. j Thirty have completed . • 

almost half receiving associate 
eorccs. 

in aggregate more than 6,000 
referrals made to community agencies. of all types 
Within the last program year. More than 500 
referrals have been received from, such organisations. 
Slightly more enrolled families are receiving welfare 

* m o 

aid now than before becoming members, and slightly 
more have at least: one. member employed now. Centers 
have facilitated economic support' .in both ways. 

Of particular note is the fact, .that 210 '-cur rent iy 
or formerly enrolled parents are 'employed at PCC's, 
versus 1.4,6 two years ago. • 7\ll but nine Centers hire 
parents, and a few mothers are even holding positions 
of professional responsibility. 
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^jL-j-tudes of parents toward PCC 






. .'Self-report of what PCC has done for. their families and for 
themselves in different roles (e.g., as mothers, as homemakers, 
as individuals) elicited an overwhelmingly favorable response. 

1. Overall, 95% of the parents interviewed stated 
that PCC has had a positive impact on iheir 6 

lives. Mentions of educational aspect were 
most frJquent, but there were also a significant 
proportion who referred to marked development ‘ 
of openness and se^f-conf idence for themselves 

and/or for their children. \ , 

. . ; . \ • \ ' 

/ ‘ A great P r ep°nderan ce of mothers also noted \ 

gams in their approach to motherhood. Major \ • ” 

.mentions involved decrease in corporal 'punish- V 
xment, increase 'in recognition of the needs of \ 
children or an attendant ability, to meet those 

\ needs ' and / simply, greater enjoyment of \ 

children . *• ! ' ' • * • 

' * 

3. A somewhat smaller proportion of mothers said *' 
that they had changed as homemakers. Many 
consider that they have been competent ail ' - 

along. Others, * though/ report that they have 
learned to budget better, and that they i^ake 
increased pride in keeping a neat home ank in' 
serving better meals. \ . f 
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Focal children 
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■In overall description of £he children enrolled,* CCR 

•that - : • ■ • — - — ~~ 

1.. A total of 3,174 .youngsters a*rc currently 
! ,c: served, an average of almost 100 per 

Center . ■_ 

2. The average age of the. focal child is 26 

r -r * ^ 

\ , 



f inda 



months. There are slightly' more, run-outs 

(approximately age tv;o and 05^1 half. or older) 

\ 

than toddlers (between one and two and one 



half) , and slightly more toddlers' than infants. 

V , 



' , Centers vary considerably in the approaches they have 
adopted for serving children: 
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V 

*• • -- ch ip. ■ , \ {.r*..:/; t; are r*. -'priot!. 

About A C " o: . u:o:.ic? v.wre ome rry :uey crises. *j ' » r c : t . — 
ri.'PLr- Tor respiratory ckison.se:-; and for si mole 
anemia ranked nent • — appro:-:inia^ of each. 

5* - Only about half- a s ;na ny children have . .secured cieeypa .1 

* 

cc.ro a a have received moclical. care. In all, 85C 

i . ‘ 1 

dent/il f chocl-upx and approximately 400 each of 

/ \ 

cleanings and fillings wore reported. 

4. Jr/ all .Centers but throb, children receive at 

*T * 

leant oho meal pet* day. . 

5. Finally, 95 Z of the CCK .sample of mothers *say 
they feel their children have learned something 
useful 'si^cc: joining the PCC . 

a. Mdhtiorps of social skill development 

* # ^ j ' ^ y 

.■ and cognitive ’adveancomen t 1 (vocabulary , concepts) 
predominated — about tv;o-- thirds redorted those. 



\ 



r 



b. Children's physical davelomvcnt and sclf- 



\ 



sufficiency (in dressing and uersonal tivqicne) 
were each mentioned by approximately 4 0-i of the 



mothers 



/ 



Staff data 



. I.U- a 1 1 / there arc a total of approximately 700 professionals 
• * 

and non-professionals in PCC positions. That. .figure is about 
; „ level vrith the one reported by KAI’ tv;o years ago. • v *~~ 

1. Although* total number employed has not changed 
much over the last tv:o years, the -frequency of 
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various fun: - . ,i f 1 ro.- i L i on^. - ’‘•'hero nre 
now coasiut:-):^!:)] y more Child Lduca tors And 
Teacher Aides and slightly fewer social service 
health, and administrn l:i vc workers,. 

A clear ma jori ty of non- professionals have re- 
ceived' ah leash two weeks of pro-service training 

That training .is mos/e often highly detailed and 

\ # 

presented somc-wbat didactically (as contrasted 
to an observational^ or pract.i,cuin format) . 

Parents on staff slvpw an educational attainment 



, almost midway between non-parents on staff (who 



arc better educated), and- parents not on staff. 

- , ■ ' ' \ / 1 
Non-profps'sional straff members j’na.teli the parents 



they sei-'ve fairly closely in most other domo-y 
graphic respects. The # exception is . ethnicity ; 

V 1 

more staff arc Caucasian and more * parents are 
Black. 

Approximately two fifths of the professionals 
and four fifths of the non-professionals live 
v/ithin the catchment areas of the PCC's at which 
they are employed. 

Staff turnover is high. More staff members 
have loft PCC's than are nov/ employed.- 

t 

There is a particularly high turnover rate 
for Directors- and for Nurses. Profcss.ioncils 
have generally .stayeo at their jobs for shorter 
periods than non-proa: ossionals . 
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However , most 01 



t h o so# w i >o 1 o a v o 1. 1 U: 



do so f or reasons cd: solf^aclvaneoment . si'acrr 
PCC training and exporden^ has enabled th-^m 
obtain a better /-job. 
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INTRODUCTION 



0 



' .:/u 



puki'o::*:; or Tnr rl; ; oht 

Tho purpose of this report i.;; Vo yroviti.; p>v :J isv ^T;V, 
data .on th, c* ith of -the na tion:; 1 _ cT Center 
^Program (PCC) to the Office of Child Development «&'!)). 
.Ti# data relate to what can be termed an immediate 
criterion of impact — a broad catalogue of what exists 
a nek is being done, not on evaluation of same- . That is, 



* V 



tire information in' thi-h. document summarizes numbers o: 

.v' - 0 . / 



*=f air^L 1 i e s* served and typos of services - provided. I*or ox 
ampler' it ^iyht be stated that N number of children 
received nutritious iuc&Is* No statement will be (nor can 
be) made now that tho nutritional status of those N pai ti 
cipants has been improved by X degree as a result of tne 
PCC program. Such evaluative Interpretation must await 
the study* s second phase, which will be an in-depth study 
of impact oh families over the next 18 months. More- 
over, this report includes none of the clustering analysis, 

>•* 

which is to be documented • separately . 




BACKGROUND 

Although "serving as a locus for research and evalua- 
tion" has been one of tho six national PCC objectives, this 
particular function has been given the least direct atten- 
tion by the pcc ’ s - PCC staffs have been too busy providing 
service to become particularly concerned with ongoing pro- 
gram documentation. Wliere research has been performed, re 



\ 



17 



almost- always, has boon- initiated and performed by interested 
outside parties: university personnel or community profes- 

sionals . From this, as might be expected, there has or, -rood 
no uniform body c\f information whicn is desc.j i phi. vO oi 
operations of the\i’CC ’ s , or or the nature and scope of pro- . 

gram i mo act. In fact, there exists nationally little objcc- 
f : /0 | • • • 

tive data' descriptive of the day-to-day PCC operation 

& 

The one national study of the PCC's relevant to the \ 

V \ 

current evaluation was completed over tv:o years ago by ■ \ 

Kirschnor Associates Incoporcited (KaI) • -While the h A I stud^ 
vjqs based upon extensive data collection activities/ the ( 
study report was intended to be a descriptive evaluation 

p 

of the first year of the project. . 

In addition to the wealth of data provided .by the KAI 

■ study, KAI staff developed a national PCC data reporting 

system. For a variety of reasons, that system was not 

maintained, so that there is a dearth of available informa- 
*■ 

tion. * 

The Center for Community Research (CCR) is to -provide 
information relating primarily to tj.ie\ impact of PCC programs 
upon their participants. Phase -I involves collection of 
information descriptive of individual PCC programs; those 
data arc to be used mainly to identify different types of 
Centers. While CCR was to be responsible for a study of 
impact among the PCC's another firm (Abfc 7-.ssoca.ci ucs ) is 
responsible for the Management Information System (MIS) which 









will provide national OCR 'hcadqun rter:; *;» ck. Lho d?-.L;* necessary 

• for RU.nagariai decisions. Tho MIS system '•••ill bo, in opointiui. 
by duly 1973; .it must bo protested, re f ir.-'d and implemented , 
before the information will be coma regularly available.- •. In i.hu 
me an tine , there is an urgent need for the types of information 
which the operating MiG system could be expected to provide; 

CCR, already in the field with th.e preliminary stages of the 
impact study, was requested, to collect those additional data 
which would make possible an early, preliminary impact report 
as well as the Phase I repeft on program characteristics scheduled 

- ''for March 1972. •• 



$>' Tl\us, the data presented in this preliminary report are no 

“ substitute for either the Phase I clustering report, or for the 

■s * 

^ Phase II impact study, <Which is now scheduled for completion in 

June 1973 . " " ’ ... 



METHOD OF PROCEDURE 

The first phase of the CCR impact study involved the 
collection of. descriptive data for clustering the major differ- 
■' ent types of PCC’s. The data-gathering instruments developed for 

V 

the collection of these clustering data Were enlarged to include 
questions which would elicit preliminary impact data. Aside 
from the nature of the instruments, however, the procedures used 
in the collection of preliminary data were those planned for the 
collection of Phase 1 clustering data, so the information was 
obtained for both purposes from the same respondents during th.e 
j same on-site interviews. 

O 
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Who was In to rV ,i. »-v;oJ? 

Data wore collected* froiu both parents and st c«u moMbefrs . 



It was originally planned to develop random 
percent: of the staff at each Centei , ^^H^d 20 
parents. Attempts to implement truly random 
cedures s were abandoned, however, for, Severn 



samples of 50 
percent of 
sampling pro- 
1 reasons . First, 



with regard to staff, it became evident that a completely 



random procedure would make possible the omission of key 
staff members . Instead, staff members were .selected ^oi" 
sample inclusion on the basis of f unction served in the PCC , 
as a’ means to ensuring that all program components and all 
levels of staff within these components were represented in 

c 

the data collection procedure. In PCC's having more than one 
staff member in a given function, random selection was made 
among those members. In brief, a stratifie d random technique 
was used.. In PCC's with multiple 'sites, CCR staff visited 
nearly all sites in order to ensure staff representation across 
various geographic areas and within highly localized program 
variations . 



True randomization of parent interviews also proved 
impractical, for logical as well as for tactical reasons. 

First, of all , experience quickly showed that those parents 
who hardly ever came to the Centers (a reality in some 
locations) had virtually no idea of what went on at the Center, 
other than some vague understanding of what the formal goals 
of the Center might' be. Thus, collection of data from such 
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respondents for clustering purposes would have served only 
to fulfill a priori sampling requirements. Conversely, those 
who came frequently to the Centers were most apt to be aware 
of what transpired. From the standpoint of feasibility, home 
visits to individuals who have little to do with thcVCC , yet 
who are, selected on a random basis, are not, easily effected. 
Some home visits were made early in the study, and were found 
to require inordinate PCC and CCR staff time. 



Particularly since these data are to be used in creating 
descriptions of the Centers, and for documenting the services 
provided', rather than for. a comprehensive evaluation of im- 
pact among a representative sample of PCC members, the question 
of having a representative random sample is. less important than 
that of obtaining a full picture of what is provided. 
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Moreover, to ensure representation across local ^program 
variations at multiple-site Centers, CCR staff interviewed, 
parents and staff at nearly all PCC sites. Again, such in- 
formation can best be obtained from those who are most familiar 
with the program, i.e., the regular participants. 

Somewhat the same can be said of the sampling proportions. 
While in every case at least 50 percent of staff were inter- 
viewed, and while in most cases a 20' percent parent sample 
was developed, the. opinion of CCR staff was that, for this 
preliminary phase of the study, the inclusion of 20 percent of 
parents in all of the Centers represented something of a waste, 
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"** ’ " • • 

That is, tv:o or three parent interviews ‘'hsuall v sufficed t.o 
establish the pattern cfe services aval labio . In terms el 
general reactions to the rograms , major issues, etc., 
generally ten or a dozen interviews would have boon adequate 

The. sampling procedures actually used were as follows: 

1. - Staff members wore selected on the basis of 

interviewer judgment (with central CCR Otfice 
consultation in unclear cases) so as best to 
represent the variety cf PCC job functions, 

levels of training and/or experience, and 

r 

local program variations if there wore separate 
sites within a single PCC grant. 



#■ 



2. Directors and other staff members were-: asked to 

* •> m 
arrange parent interviews with a representative 

group (in terms of time enrolled, PAC membership, 

etc.) Other parents were approached by CCR staff 

and asked for interviews, which were always granted. 

3. Parents who were staff members as well, and who 
were selected for interviewing were approached 
sometimes as staff, and sometimes as parents (there 
being two different questionnaires, one for each of 
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It may be speculated that staff selection of parents could _ 
induce some positive attitude bias in tnat favoraoly cms^o..ca 
parents miaht be chosen. Even direct ransom selection ry 
interviewers could be bias-prone because parents so enosen 
wSu?d be showing interest in the program by their more presence 
at the Center. However, ' -• monk ion oo on t’nc previous page , tl„.. 
possible bias was not of major concern given the research 
objective (description) . 




I 



7 . 




■ 









these two. groups) . For ty— six dua.l.-roi*. ; pare nts 
were interviewed as parents, another 70 as staff 
members. More v»erc interviewed ' as staff to obtain 
a more comprehensive picture of training provided 
for indigenous personnel. 

INSTRUMENTS 

Data were -collected using structured interview schedules 
designed specifically for this project. Copies of those 
questionnaires are to be found in the appendix. In addition, 
certain schedules were developed to record program. statistics 
made available at each PCC. Finally, a number of scales were 
constructed and used in the collection of attitudinal data. 
Three interview schedules were used, as follows: - 

t 

1 . Director form: 

Includes five sections dealing, with PCC goals, 
staff organization, programs for children and 
parents, medical services, and social services, 
respectively. This comprehensive form required 
from five to eight— hours to complete, if done 
personally with the Director. In many cases, 
it was possible to delegate certain portions 
of the task to other members of the staff, f .g.. 
Nurse might assume responsibility for providing 
the required health statistics, the Social Worker 
would provide information for the social service 
section, etc. 
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Par oni - fo rm: 1 

Includes questions dealing with denegraphi c 
delta, nature of 'services received, .role of. 
parents in the Center, perceptions of Center 
program Cocao, and a scries of open -end 
questions about/ Center impact - both on the 
‘parent and on the interviewee's child (ren). 
This instrument tool; approximat ely one half 
hour to complete , interviewer and parent 
working together. 



3 . Staff form : ^ . 

Includes items concerning job description , 
the importance of several personal charac- 
teristics for "professional" job functions, 
the extent, type, and suitability of pre- 
service training for "non-professional" 
positions, and demographics. Staff members 
also were asked their perceptions of program 
focus and of the Director's leadership stylo. 

Staff interview’s were conducted individually 
and required approximately 30 minutes each. 

In addition to these three sets or forms, a i..inancial 
data was developed; each PCC was asked to provide f: — uncial 
data .-.bout the major program components . ‘That form was 
self-administered with accompanying detailed guidelines. 
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‘ Vdii 1 o • interview* schc-dr 1 -.-s v.v re » ‘ J '• ' ;; 
‘ho .sc mo of the kIm i '•■•r.o are sori t c-_n 
imoloinonta Lion , it vms i:\pos s.ibi.t: to } r. • - ‘.o : : 
naire in a tori air; in the forma - sense of ‘ v.x 
reasons . First, there simply was not : - ’• ’• ’ • c 1 
any meaning f ni pro -t.es t v:ov. 1 b have - involve-.: t 
PCC staff, V: ho then would have been expocced 
(revised ) battery, for a soaped time. 

Iiov;evor, every effort, var. made to cn.sun 
of administration won 1 d bo minimi zc'i , ana in* 
themselves . f aci 1 i ta to d the coll o o' t i on o f a 1 1 
t ion. In a d d i t i o n to internal s t f r c v i e w , 
wore reviewed by tlie OCD Project Officer, by 

i 

Coordinators, and by the Study review g roup. 

l 

wore incorporated .into the final form or one 
Interviewers were all experienced CCP. r 
this, one week was devoted to participation 



seminar, in which interview’ r 



: ;> f f f 1 V. 



i r 5j t v.^jre 



use of the forms, follov.-ed by a series or or 
views being conducted by and with the inter*: 



Data collection proc ed ures : 

Site visits were made caring the 5 1 — w 
from October 27, > 1971 to January t 1 , > ’■ • -• 
33 PCC 'swore visited. Dalton, Georgia, ar. 
(LaFaycttc) have boon treated for purposes 

f 

two super a to ce n t c r :*. . 'i’h i s b i s t i r. c t i r : : w, = 
of our findings at these centers. daon Ce 
Director, and functions completely 



'V 



i o 



1 i i v : ! 



, tuM iv at. a i. i J’CC ’ s , w : i ;. !« ! the oucaption of 

Alaska. . 

* 

■ ini-vrvi •..*.;&* w. evacuated T*y eight full-time CCR pro- . ' . 

regional St*, ft me: bars , augmented by. cine Sociology doctoral 

a . - 

‘student r whoso work ha-3 been previously known 'to tho x CCR. 

Individuals , o* teams oi in tor viewers ,v;oro ar.ritViod to 
PCC's for an average of four .interviewer-days at cacy site. .In 
sc-voral iCUses only three days wore necessary; in other eases 
more time] was required than had been anticipated (eight .‘days 
at one’, site) . Twice , the lino allotted -was insufficient, and a 
one-day follow-up visit was necessary, in each caqo. Whore 
c;aps were found during data coding and tabulation be i n g conduci.ee> 
on an ongoing basis by CCR research assistant's, a telephone follpw 
up was made. •• * • 

Parents and staff were interviewed individually, save for 
the focus 5 and/or leadership • ratines* which, at. a very few. of 
th*e PCC 1 n ,woro administered in groups. Where" such a procedure 
was adopted, the CCR staff member moderated in order to answer- 
questions and to inhibit collusion. ■ 

Interviews wore completed with 3.3 Directors, 327 staff, and 
385 patents. It is upon these data that the following report 
is based. ’ 

ab i i 

' J fhe report is organized ' into three major \ch enter s' dealing 
wi Lh , respectively , parents, chilciron, and staff. hi thin each « 
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CISC chapters-*, are sub-section 



m addressed to: • ) deir.o 



ic. chattel orlstli»Jt2)' activities and participation i;.«l (3.) 

mibon got out of participating,, i-o. , prclltnnary ftp, act. 
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CHAPTER I 



! •>- 



THE PARENTS OF THE PCC 



i n'jt.oductTo: j 



In chantcc will be presentee t \\j. uata ouscl.! pi ive 

of PCC parents*: who they, are , what tJu>f do at the PCC , .and 



/ 

viWnt thev have derived from the -PCC experience. The data 



ft 



from the Director's Questionnaire represent certain. in- 



formation about all PCC parents. The data from the individual 
conducted interviews with 385 parents arc used to flesh c^ut and 

. * J S’ . ‘ 

enrich the .information on all parents. 

/N- 

A. WHO ARE THE PCC PARENTS? 

•As was discussed in the introductory section, randomness 

/ I , 

of parent selection for interviewing was neither feasible nor 
desirable. in the course of interviewing , CCR staff was aware 
that parents interviewed were perhaps the more articulate , j i n- 
volved participants. The sample obtained tends to be more 
involvecf with PCC than is the case among all parents. For 
instance, 42 ? o of the parents interviewed are members of their 
Centers' Policy Advisory Council. However, the following 

i * 

points are relevant: 

1. Non-'random selection is a two-edged sword'.. 

While it is doubtless true that the articulate 
and the involved are over- represented , selectio A 
was not ’ restricted to those who had only good 



\ 



things to say, 
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2. The More; fad*, that there wo re avr. .Liable 

for the. to 1 line: , air"; people eager to toll then, 

’ .in a fi nd i no . True, results r.uv bo void: tad to- 
ward more positive feelings, bur one can hardly 
iqnore the i presence* <■ 

Certain basic demographic information was collected from 
the parent sample. "'hose data include. : ser. , acre , education, 

ethnicity, marital status', and number and acres of children. 
Data regarding ethnicity arc available on all.PCC .raTiiiii.es. \ 



Sex 



The overwhelming majority (98%) of-'-'^he 385 parents inter- 



viewed were mothers; fathers are under-represented in the sanplp- 
however , there is no reason to assume that this lack of father 
interviews biases this phase of the study , as the kinds of . 

preliminary impact data^ collected , e.g., .medical care, should 
not be biased by sex of the respondent'. That is , the data 
document the services provided to. PCC families; whether these 
data are provided by. the mother or -by the father should, for , 

. * 1 

the most part, make little difference. ' j 



Age ' • . - ! 

In Table 1, below, are presented the data on the ages o 

1 

the interviewees. ' ' 
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Table I. hcic.fi of: parent sample . 



Under 21 


*1 

'41 

(11*) 1 


j 21-30 i 

I ; 

i 


! 220 i 

i ( r> 9 ) ! 


\ 31-40 

1 

1 


j- 9 5 | 

r 

> (?-5) | 


41 and over 

J 


2 0 i 

I (5) ; 


i 

1 No answer 
1 

i 


i 1 i i 

1 (*> x 1 
. — < 


Base: 


1 

j 385 



The majority of the mothers interviewer! are between the 
ages 21 and 30. Ty small percentage of respondents are in 
their teens, and a high proportion of the sample is between. 

31 and 40. If our sample is. representative of the 
PCC parent population as a v?hole, these data suggest that the 
typical PCC mother is not a young girl in her teens . Rather , 
the typical PCC mother is most likely to be in her twenties 
and one out of every four is in her thirties. “ • 



Education . • 

The educational background. of-CCR respondents is pre- 
sented in Table 2, below. 



1 Numbers in parentheses throughout this report arc percent ages . 
Percentages for some tables will. not sum to exactly 100 because 
of rounding. An asterisk {*) denotes less than 0.5 p u . 

\ 
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Tublo 2. Formal education of parent sample. 



! 'i'O'll'L 
i SAMPLE 



r.-i; 



i'.ur." .'i 



9 years or fever ‘ \ 

■ | 


105 
(2 7b) 


■ <;/> ^ i 


63 

(465) : 


1 10-11 years. i 

j ; ! 


135 : 

os) ; 


1 

I ^ o 

o o 

r 

i 

i 


.35 : 

(26) ! 


j Completed high school 

! i 

> * 


101 ! 
(26) 


7 5 | 

(30) ; 


~ j 

(19) j 


| Some (all) college j 


40 I 


29 ; 


ii 


! ! 


(10) ' j 


(12) 


(a) j 


Bus. /Tech, school 


?- ; 


.1 i 


l ! 

i 


•• J 


(i) i 

*+ • 


(*) ! 


|- (i) . j 


No Answer y 


2 


2 


- 




■ (1) 


-U) 


— * 


Base: 


‘ on r. 
u J> 


249 


j 136 
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The majority of the mothers interviewed had cither some 
high school or had completed high school. A higher proportion 
of mothers in the rural Centers have not completed high school 
than, is the case in the . urban Centers. 
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In tact families 

In Table 3 , belov? , are presented the number of intact 
families and the number of single parent families. 

Table 3. Number of intact families in parent sample. 



. f 


TOTAL j 


LOCALE' 1- 


SAMPLE | 


Urban 


Nural j 

-i 


Children's father j 


177 


- 81 ; 


96 


present at home 1 


(46%) 


, (33%) j 


(7?%) 


Father not at home j 


152 


118 j 


I 3 4 


! 


k- g?> 


(4 7) ! 


(25) 


No Anstfer 


56 


50 


6 | 




(15) 


(20) 


. ( 4 ) J 


Base: 


385 • 

a* ~r 


249 


i 136 . j 

’. - ' i 







In the 


j. ... i 

L.O t. 


a.‘L sample, the- nn:v 


ihoi: o> he: 'C'r* :i which 


the father 


..i s ■ pro 


r> o. ! *. t 


is s3 :L( h.t ].•'» groat 


:(!r thnn nur*bor of- 


fnr.ri in 


• 

which 


the 


father is absent. 


Th i r: r o. ho l: ivo J.y hi *; • ! » 


rate? of ovqi 



all PCC father presence in accounted tor by the relatively high 

proportion' of intact, families reported rurally. Pearly 

three out of every four rural families arc intact, v.’tii la on3y 

one out of every throe urban families reports a father in the he wo . * 

0 % 

Eth nic baeJcgrjound 

The ethnic background of the entire PCC population and of the 
parent sample are presented .in Tables 4a and b, respectively . 



Table 4a : Ethnic background of J total PCC population. 



f TOTAL 


T — P 

! 


LOCALE 


I SAMPLE 


i 


Urban Rural 



1 “ /Mexican -American 

'/ : ■ 


(8?.) 


j m) 


(1B%) 


./ Indian 


(3) 


r. : ' oi) i 


(10) 


' Puerto-Rican 

i 


i (4) 


i • i 

: (6) i 


- ■ ‘ 


Black 


: (55) 


! (73) | 


( 14 ) 


Other Caucasian 

■ J 


I- (26) 


i (i2) 


(57)7 


i Oriental 

i - ' 


!. (3) 


i • 

! (5) ■- 




I Other 


! (1) 


1 (i) • 


(*) 


i Total 

i . - 


j (100) 


; (100) 


(100) 




. : T 

. It is possible, though, 
higher.. Fathers may be 
assistance ^n some cases 


that, the ■ 
reported 


true urban figure 
absent to maintain 


is somewhat 
public 
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4b. .Ethnic background. of parent sample . 



« \ • 

\ 


TO’iVjj 

sa-* -r-r|i: ' 


’urban 


era 1 ' 


Mexico n -American 


3 3 . 
(0?) 


■ 7 
(3f) 


24 

(li?2) 


Indian 

| 


2 5 

■ (7) 




25 

(18) 


; Puerto -Hi can 


17 


17 


- 


j ■ • ! 


/ / \ 
V - / 


(7) 


*■“ 


i Blade 


2 08 


194 


14 


i . . ; 

1 ; 


(r.4) 


(78) 


(10) 


... 

Other Caucasian . 


95 


! 22 


7 3 


1 ’ 1 


{2 5 ) 


(9) 


(54) 


! Oriental j 


9 


9 


- • ' 


1 : 


( 2 ) 


i (4) 


“ 


j Base: ‘ J 

L ■ - -ii. 


3 8 5 


1 249 ! 


130 



/ 



As can be seen from Table 4b, the majority of the respondents 
arc Black. This' Ts particularly the case in the urban PCC ' s where 
78% of the mothers interviewed were Black. Caucasian respondents 
account for the. majority in ‘the rural centers . About one-sixth 
of the respondents in rural areas are of Indian origin, another 
sixth of Mexican ancestry. - . 

F amily size 

Each respondent in the parent sample was asked the number 
of children and the ages of all children in the family. These 
data are presented in Table 5, below . 
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Table 5 . Humber and a go ft 



of 



! Ar.ES 

Under six iron the 



children in parent sample .• 

cuiLdhi::: 1 cnii.r.'RPK” 



7 3 

(20:.) 



7 S 
(Gfc) 



6-12 moil tins 


70 

; (?0) 


7 6 
(6) 


1-2 years 

1 

1 

l 


165 

•; • (4 3) 


165 

(12) 


i 2-3 years 

I 


i 177 • 

| ■ (46) 


177 

(13) , 

-r»-' 


j 3-5 years 


' , 262 

; (68) 


2 62 
(19) 


i 5-8 years 

i • • 


' 225 

' ‘ 1 (58) 


225 | 

(17.). 


j 8-11 years 

i 

1 


i IV 4 

j (45) 


17 4 1 

, (13) | 


i 11-14 YEARS 

i 

1 


j 99 

•' ! (26) 


99 ' j 

. ( ? ) ! 


j 14+ yea^ls 


i ' 91 

(24) 


91 

(V) 


Base: 


■ | 385 

i 


■ j 1347 - j 



The data in Table 5 support the data presented in 
Table 1 regarding the relatively older age of: the respondents. 
As can be f scen from Table 5, a very high proportion of mothers 
interviewed have children v/ho are ‘3-11, and about one out of 
four mothers has a child v/ho is older. Children under 




Percentages are proportions of parent base, and sum. to more 
than 100. „ , ' 

2 Percentages are proportions of all children in parent sample . 




